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THE CORE OF ZERO-DIMENSIONAL MONOMIAL IDEALS

CLAUDIA POLINI, BERND ULRICH AND MARIE A. VITULLI

ABSTRACT. The core of an ideal is the intersection of all its reductioWe describe the core of a
zero-dimensional monomial idekbs the largest monomial ideal contained in a general remtucfi

|. This provides a new interpretation of the core in the momboase as well as an efficient algorithm
for computing it. We relate the core to adjoints and first ficieint ideals, and in dimension two and
three we give explicit formulas.

1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this paper is to study the core of monomiallsde®ccording to Northcott and
Rees[[22], a subideal of an ideall is areductionof | provided!"*! = JI" for some nonnegative
integerr. In a Noetherian ringJ is a reduction of if and only if | is integral overd. Intuitively, a
reduction ofl is a simplification ofl that shares essential properties with the original ideatug-
tions are highly non-unique, even minimal reductions (wéhpect to inclusion) that are known to
exist for ideals in Noetherian local rings. Thus one considieecore of the ideall, written corél ),
which is the intersection of all reductions lof

The core, introduced by Rees and Sélly [25], is in a senseppedite of the integral closure: the
integral closurd is the largest ideal integral overwhereas cor@) is the intersection of all ideals
over whichl is integral. The core appears naturally in the context cdiBgon-Skoda theorems that
compare the integral closure filtration with the adic filmatof an ideal. It is also connected to
adjoints, multiplier ideals and coefficient ideals.

Huneke-Swanson, Corso-Polini-Ulrich, Hyry-Smith, Paolifrich, and Huneke-Trung [12, 4] 5,
16,[23] 13, 1I7] gave explicit formulas for cores in local sffgrhose residue characteristic is zero or
large enough) by expressing them as colon ideals. For nat@ses of ideals, which include zero-
dimensional ideals, they showed that dbje= J"* : I", whereJ is a minimal reduction of and
n is sufficiently large. Moreover, Hyry and Smith [16,/17] disered an unforeseen relationship
with Kawamata’s conjecture on the non-vanishing of sestiofline bundles. They proved that
Kawamata’s conjecture would follow from a formula that edgidly amounts to a graded analogue
of the above formula for the core.

The known formulas for the core usually require the ambiérg to belocal. In contrast, in
this paper we are primarily interested in the core of O-disimmal monomial ideals in polynomial
rings. Thus we start Section 2 by establishing the expeaithdormula for the core in the global
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setting, for O-dimensional ideals. For this we prove thatdbre of O-dimensional ideals commutes
with localization.

Let R=K[xy,...,Xq] be a polynomial ring over an infinite field write m = (xg,...,%q), and
let | be a monomial ideal, that is, éRideal generated by monomials. Even though there may
not exist any proper reduction dfwhich is monomial (or even homogeneous), the intersectfon o
all reductions, the core, is again a monomial ideal (becafighe torus action, see for instance
[4, 5.1]). Lipman [19] and Huneke-Swansan [12] related tbeedo the adjoint ideal (see also
[15,[16,[17) 28]). The integral closure and the adjoint of anomial ideal are again monomial
ideals and can be described in terms of the Newton polyhddRgh) of | [9,/10]. Such a description
cannot exist for the core, since the Newton polyhedron oelyetids on the integral closure of the
ideal, whereas the core may change when passing ffrimnh. When attempting to derive any kind
of combinatorial description for the core of a monomial ideam the known colon formulas, one
faces the problem that the colon formulas involve non-mdabideals, unless$ has a reductiod
generated by a monomial regular sequence. Instead, weatgkg@xistence of such non-monomial
reductions to devise an interpretation of the core in terfmaanomial operations. This is done in
Section 3, where we prove that the core is the largest mondatei@ contained in a ‘general locally
minimal reduction’ ofl.

Let | be a O-dimensional monomial ideal kfxy,...,Xg] andJ an ideal generated by general
k-linear combinations of minimal monomial generatord .ofJnlessl is generated by monomials
of the same degred, may not even ben—primary, butJ,, is a minimal reduction of,,. Sincel
is m-primary, there existy such thatx" € I. The regular sequenae= x‘f”l, . ,xg”d is contained
in the core ofl,, by the Briancon—Skoda theorem. Her{ded ), = Jn. BecausK = (J,a) is a
reduction ofl with K, = J,,,, we call suchK ageneral locally minimal reductioof I. As cor€l) is
amonomial ideal contained K, it is contained in mon@), the largest monomial subideal§f In
Theoreni 3.6 we actually show that cre= mondK). Notice that one cannot expect the inclusion
corgl) € mondK) to be an equality unleds§ is far from being monomial — which is guaranteed by
our general choice df.

The idea behind the proof of TheorémI3.6 is to show that rfidinés independent of the gen-
eral locally minimal reductiorK. Using the inclusion reversing operation of linkage, weresp
mongK) in terms of Mond(a): K). Here MondL) denotes the smallest monomial ideal contain-
ing an arbitrary idedl, which can be easily computed as it is generated by the m@isopports of
generators of. We are able to show that Mofi@ ) : K) does not depend df, which together with
the equality mon(K) = (a) : Mono((a) : K) gives the independence of mdik0. The last equality
is also interesting as it establishes a link between mondviomb, and because it yields an algo-
rithm for computing mono. A different algorithm can be foundSaito-Sturmfels-Takayama [27].
Besides providing a new, combinatorial interpretationhef tore, the formula cofe) = mongK)
is in general more efficient computationally than the colomrula corél) = J"1: ", as it only
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requires taking colons ad-generated ideals. Furthermore the new formula holds withay re-
striction on the characteristic.

Another way to find a combinatorial description of the coreaeghonomial ideal is to express it
as the adjoint of a power of the ideal and use the known deweripf adjoints in terms of Newton
polyhedra. We pursue this approach in Section 4, where we $hat corél) = adj(1%) if | is
a 0-dimensional monomial ide&lin a polynomial ringk[xs,...,X4] of characteristic zero and all
large powers of are integrally closed or nearly integrally closed (see Taed4.12, which uses
Boutot's Theorem[[11], or Theorem 4]11 featuring a speciakaaith an elementary proof). On the
other hand, the assumption on the integral closedness &ways necessary, for in Sections 6 and
7 we present classes of ideals in dimension two and three iaiwhis condition fails, whereas
corgl) = adj(19). Our results of Section 4 are based on the fact that both tieearal the adjoint
can be related to components of the graded canonical mogiyle-1) of the extended Rees algebra
R[It,t~1]. This approach also led us to study the core by means of thediesficient ideal of I.

Let D = End(wgy 1)) denote theSy-ification of the extended Rees algebral @ind defind to be
theR-ideal withD1 = It; this ideal is also the first coefficient ideallgfthe largest ideal that has the
same zeroth and first Hilbert coefficientlag28,(2]. As remarked before, the core may change as
one passes fromto its integral closuré, however we show in Theoreim #.3 that one can replace
| by any ideal betweehandI to compute the core, assuming thas a 0-dimensional monomial
ideal in characteristic zero. Ifhas a reduction generated by a monomial regular sequenceowe p

in fact thatl is the unique largest ideal integral ovethat shares the same core (see Coro[lary 4.9).

In Sections 6 and 7 we determine explicitly the core of idgmserated by monomials of the
same degree, in a polynomial ring éh< 3 variables. For instance, consider the cdse 2 and
write | = p(x",y", {x"Kyk1) with p a monomial. We show that cafl§ = p(x2,y?)2s 1 where
0 =gcd{ki},n) (see Theorermn 6.4). In particularjif= 1 andd = 1, then the core of is a power
of the maximal ideal and cofE) equals adjl?) even though need not be integrally closed (see
Corollary[6.6).

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we prove some general facts about cores @s ttimat are not necessarily local.
First we deal with the behavior of cores under localizatibhis issue was addressed|in [4] for local
rings. Now instead we assume that the ideal be 0-dimensinraber to assure that the core is a
finite intersection of reductions. We then use the resulf82)f13]6] to obtain explicit formulas for
the core in global rings.

Proposition 2.1. Let R be a Noetherian ring, S a multiplicative subset of R, lam@-dimensional
ideal. Then
corgS 1) = S tcorgl).
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Proof. Notice that there exists an integdr> 0 such thait™N c J for every reduction) of | [34,

2.4]. From this it follows that cor@) is O-dimensional. Hende/corgl) is Artinian, which implies
that cor€l ) is a finite intersection of reductions. Say cdne= N_, Ji. The inclusion corgsI) C

S-1corgl) follows from

t t
corgS ) c (S =51 =S tcorel).
i=1 i=1

To prove thaS-1corg(l) C corg(S~11) we will show that every reduction &1 is the localiza-
tion of a reduction of. Let 7 ¢ S IR be a reduction o611 and consided = 7 NI. Obviously
S1J = 7. We claim that] is a reduction of . It suffices to prove this locally at every prirpeof R.
If (JNR)y =R, thenJ, =1,. Now assume that/ NR), # R,. For every minimal prime of 7NR,
the idealS1q is a minimal prime of7, hence o51l. Thereforey is a minimal prime of, showing
that 4 N Ris 0-dimensional. Hencg is a minimal prime off N"R. Therefore as befor8 p is a
minimal prime of7, which givesR, = (5‘1R)371p. Hencel, = Js-1p is a reduction of,,. O

LetRbe aring. Recall that i is a reduction of af-ideall, then thereduction number (1) of |
with respect tdl is the smallest nonnegative integewith 1"*1 = JI". For a sequence = a,...,0s
of elements irRand a positive integer we writea' for the sequencel, ..., al. If L is a monomial
ideal in a polynomial ring with minimal monomial generatars- as, . .., ds, write L = (ab).

Lemma 2.2. Let R be a Noetherian ring, and let | be an ideal with=dntl > 0 having a reduction
generated by a regular sequenae Then for t>r (1) and i > 0,

() 11t = () 1 9HE-D0-1) — (i) : () 9+E-D(-1) gt
Proof. Sinced is a regular sequence we have
(ati): (@)D= — (@)t
Hence fort > r(g)(l ),
(@)t 1t (at): (@)@ V=D .t

gt+i) : (g)(gfl)(tﬂfl)lt

gt-‘ri) : (l gt-&-(g—l)(i—l)’gt-&-i).

We are now ready to state the formulas for the core that weusdithroughout:

Theorem 2.3. Let R be a Cohen-Macaulay ring containing an infinite field d &a 0-dimensional
ideal of height d> 0 having a reduction generated by a regular sequemcAssume thathark = 0
or chark > r(g(1). Then for t>r)(I),

Core(l) _ (g)tJrl: It _ (gtJrl): Idt _ (gtJrl): (Idt’gtJrl)'
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Proof. Propositiorl 211,/[13, 3.7], and [23, 3.4] show that ¢bye= (a)'**: 1" fort > rq(I). The
last two equalities follow from Lemnia 2.2. O

Remark 2.4. If in Theorem[ 2.8 the idedl is unmixed then the assumption thatas a reduction
generated by a regular sequence is automatically satiserin be seen from basic element theory.
For a more general result we referto[21, Theorem].

In the graded case, the assumption on the characteristicaaréni_ 2.3 can be dropped:

Theorem 2.5. Let R be a Cohen-Macaulay geometrically reduced positigedgled ring over an
infinite field and | a0-dimensional ideal of height & 0 generated by forms of the same degree. Let
a be a homogeneous regular sequence generating a reductiorTbén for t> rg) (1),

COI’d|) _ (g)t-i-l: |t = (gt-l-l): Idt _ (gt-l-l): (Idt’gt-i-l)'

Proof. By [6] 4.1] we have cor@) = (a)'**: I' for t > rq)(1). The other two equalities follow
from Lemmé& 2.P. a

Remark 2.6. Notice that a regular sequenaeas in Theorerh 215 always exists.

3. AN ALGORITHM

In this section we prove a formula for the core of O-dimenalanonomial ideals. This formula
gives a new interpretation of the core in terms of operatimmsnonomial ideals and at the same
time provides an algorithm that is more efficient in gendnahtthe formulas of Theorerhs 2.3 and
[2.5. Furthermore the new approach does not require anyctesiron the characteristic.

Notation and Discussion 3.1. LetR=K[xy,...,Xq] be a polynomial ring over a field For anR-
idealL we let mondL) denote the largest monomial ideal contained Bnd MondL) the smallest
monomial ideal containind.. Note that Mon@L) is easy to compute, being the ideal generated
by the monomial supports of generatorsLofThe computation of mor{d) is also accessible; the
algorithm provided in[[27, 4.4.2] computes m@h® by multi-homogenizing. with respect tad
new variables and then contracting back to the mgThe ideal mon@.) can be computed in
CoCoA with the built-in comman#lonsinideal.

From now on lek be an infinite field and writen = (x1,...,Xq) for the homogeneous maximal
ideal of R. To begin we will use linkage to give a new algorithm to congpotondL ) for a class of
ideals includingm-primary ideals.
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Lemma3.2. LetL be an unmixed R-ideal of height g g8id” L a regular sequence consisting of g
monomials. Then

mongL) = (B) : Mono((B) : L).

Proof. Notice that(B) : Mono((B) : L) C (B) : ((B) : L) C L, where the last containment holds
sinceR/(B) is Gorenstein and. is unmixed. Now observe that colons of monomial ideals are
monomial. Hencgp) : Mono((B) : L) C mond(L). The other inclusion follows from the following
containments. FirstB) : L C (B) : monqL). But(B) : monqg(L) is monomial and hence Moi(@) :

L) C (B) : monqg(L). Therefore mon@.) C (B) : Mono((B) : L). O
Notation and Discussion 3.3. Now letl denote am-primary monomial ideal. For eadHet n; be

the smallest power of in I; suchn; exist sincd is m-primary. Writea = x‘i”l,...,xg”d and letd be

an ideal generated ly generak-linear combinations of minimal monomial generatord .off the
ideall is generated by forms of the same degdes,a general minimal reduction of [22, 5.1]. In
general howevet,andJ may not even have the same radical. Neverthelgsis a general minimal
reduction ofl,, by [22, 5.1]. Consider the ide# = (J,a). Observe that then-primary idealk is
areduction ol. Thus corél) C mongK) since the core is a monomial ideal. The Briangon-Skoda
theorem impliega), C corgly,). HenceK,, = Jn, and whenever is generated by forms of the
same degree thdf = J. We callK ageneral locally minimal reductioof I.

In order to prove the equality cqle = mongK) we need to show that mofi) is independent
of K; by this we mean that moiflf) is constant as the coefficient matrix definidg/aries in a
suitable dense open set of an affiaspace:

Lemma 3.4. With assumptions as [n 3.1 and[in 3.3, the idkkIno((a) : K) does not depend on
the general locally minimal reduction K.

Proof. Let fy,..., f, be minimal monomial generators bf Letz=7;, 1<i <d, 1< j<n, be
variables and writd’ = R[Z. Let 7 denote theT -ideal generated by the generic linear combina-
tionsz'j‘zlzij fj, 1<i <d, and letX be theT-ideal (7,a). ForA=A;j;, 1<i<d, 1< j<n,any
elements irk, we consider the maximal ide = (m,z—A) = (m,{z; —A;;}) of T. We identify
the setq = {M = (m,z— )|\ € k9"} with the set ofk-rational points of the affine spacg".
Write T, : T — Rfor the homomorphism dR-algebras with (z;) = Aij. This map induces a local
homomorphisn,, — Ry, which we still denote byr, .

Notice thatrg (X)) = K for A in a dense open subddt ¢ A",

Now we claim that there is a dense open sulbsetC Aﬂ” such thatX,, is Cohen-Macaulay.
Indeed, letN be a(d — 1)t syzygy of theT -ideal K. The free locus oN is a dense open subsgt
of Spe¢T). It containsmT sinceN,t is a(d — 1)St syzygy of the idealk;,t over thed-dimensional
regular local ringT,,,v. Thus intersecting! with 4 we obtain a dense open subkgtC A‘k’” where
N, is free. Since the ideak;, has height at least it is Cohen-Macaulay.
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For everyA € U, the ideal X;, is Cohen-Macaulay. Therefofe) : X;, specializes according
to [14, 2.13], that i, (@) : Kyy) = (@) : To(Kay). ThusTR((@) : K)m = (@) 1 TH(K))m be-
causem (Ty,) = Ry. On the other handy, ((a): X)) is m-primary sincen = (a) C T ((a): X).
Thereforem ((a) : ) = (a) : Ty (X)) for everyA € U,.

We think of T as a polynomial ring in,...,Xq overk[z]. Write the generators dia) : X as
sums of monomials in the's with coefficientsg; (2),...,g(2). TheR-ideal Monqm ((a): X)) is
independent oA for A € U3 = Dyg,...q,.

For A € UpNUzNU3 the R-ideal K = (X)) is a general locally minimal reduction ¢fand
Mono((a): K) = Mono((a): m (X)) = Mono(my ((a): X)) does not depend an O

Corollary 3.5. With assumptions as [n-3.1 and[in3.3, the idewnqK) does not depend on the
general locally minimal reduction K.

Proof. The claim follows from Lemmé&s 3.2 ahd B.4. O

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.6. With assumptions as in 3.1 andin3.3,
corgl) = monaK) = (a) : Mono((a) : K).

Proof. We already know that cofe) € mongK). Furthermore mon@) = (a) : Mono((a) : K)
by Lemmd 3.R. Thus it suffices to show that m@kp C core(l). From [4, 4.5] it follows that

corg(lym) = (Ki)mN...N(K)m
for general locally minimal reductionis,, ..., K; of I. According to Corollary_3J5 we may assume
that mondK) = mondK;) for 1 <i <t. Therefore monK) C Ky1N...NK; and thus mon)., C

corel,) = corg(l ), Where the last equality holds by Proposition| 2.1. HenceattohC corg(l)
as corél ) is m-primary. O

Remark 3.7. The above theorem gives a new interpretation of the core afreomial ideal as the
largest monomial ideal contained in a general locally madireduction ofl. This idea can be easily
implemented in CoCoA using a script to obtalrgeneral elements in the idelaand the built-in
commandMonslinldealto compute mon@).

Remark 3.8. The formula of Theorern 2.3 does not hold in arbitrary chamstic (see([23, 4.9]).
However, ifJ and| are monomial ideals])™? : I" is obviously independent of the characteristic.
On the other hand, the algorithm based on Thedrein 3.6 worksyirtharacteristic, but its output,
mongK), is characteristic dependent. In fact we are now going tabéxh zero-dimensional
monomial ideal for which cordl) = mondK) varies with the characteristic. Ashas a reduction

J generated by a monomial regular sequence this shows thé&briinela of Theorend 213 fails to
hold in arbitrary characteristic even for O-dimensionalnmmial ideals.
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Example 3.9. Let R=K]x,y| be a polynomial ring over an infinite fiekl consider the idedl =
(x8,x3y3 xAy* x?y8 y9), and writed = (x8,y®). One has;(I) = 2. If chark # 2 then the formula of
Theoreni 2.3 as well as the algorithm of Theofem 3.6 give(tpreJ®: 12 = J(x*, X3y, x2y?, xy°,y?) =
(x20, 3%, x8y? x7y° X8y, x4y® x3y10 x2ytl xyt4 y15). On the other hand, if char= 2 then Theo-
rem[3.6 shows that cofl) = (x10,x8y,x"y®, x8yP x4y® x3y0 x2yll xyl4 y18) 5 33: 12,

4. THE CORE THE FIRST COEFFICIENT IDEAL AND THE ADJOINT

Notation and Discussion 4.1. Let Rbe a Gorenstein ring, létbe anR-ideal withg=ht 1 > 0, and
assume thalt has a reductiod which is locally a complete intersection of height Consider the
inclusions

A=RJtt Y cB=R[t,t Y c Rt
Notice thatA is a Gorenstein ring. We defing, = At9~1 c R[t,t 1] and write—" = Homa(—, wa),
F = Quot(R[t]). We may choosesx = wa ‘i1 B= wa :r B~ B" as a graded canonical module
of B. According to[[23, 2.2.2],

1) o = @;j(I5HUL: Syt
for everys > r;(l). Observe thafwg]; = Rt for i < 0. Write

D = wesirtt1 0B
= WgF Wp
= Wa'F W8
= Air (ArB)
= Ay (AR B).
Notice thatD ~ Ends(wg) ~ B"Y is anS-fication of B. Definel to be theR-ideal with [D]; = It.
One had C | C I, andl is the first coefficient ideal of in the sense of [28,/2, 3]. Finally, write

C =R]It,t1]. The inclusions8 c C ¢ D are equalities locally in codimension oneAnand hence
upon applyingoa :r — ~ —" yield equalities

(2 Wg = L = Wp.

We first give a formula expressirig andl in terms of colon ideals. For this we need to consider
an integem > 0 such that the graded canonical moduldef R[It,t~1] is generated in degrees at
mostg— 1+ u as a module ovek = R[Jt,t~1]. Whenevel is a monomial ideal one can take= 0,
as we will see in Theorein 4.6. However, this is not longer tfueis not monomial and is not
Cohen-Macaulay, see [23, 4.13].
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Theorem 4.2. In addition to the assumptions [of 4.1 suppose that R is regukt s> r;(1) be an
integer and u> 0 an integer such thatS3u+ : |5 = J'(J5tV : |S) for every i> 0. One has

D = @;(JFY: (ISt 19t
In particular

= Jtru. (35U 19),

Proof. We need to prove thad = A g1y (I g IS)tY. The Briangon-Skoda Theorem [20,
Theorem 1] givesst' c JsH-9+1 for every integeii, hencel' ¢ Jsti-9+1 :x IS, Now Equation[{LL)
shows thatA C wg. The same equation and our assumption also gigh = (I5Y :r I5)[t"wal;
fori > g—1+u. Hence writingL = A+ (35" :gr I¥)tYwa We obtain an exact sequence of graded
A-modules

0—L—wg—N-—0,

with N concentrated in finitely many degrees. It follows thilhas grade> 2.
Thus applyingwa :r — ~ —" yields
D = waFwg
= wapl
= (OL)A F A) N ((JOA F (Js+u ‘R |S)tu(.0A)
= waN (A ‘E (\]S-HJ ‘R |S)tu)
= Alg (PRI
As J9-1HU  JStU -0 IS we obtain
Ji+U ‘R (JS+LI ‘R IS) C Ji+u ‘R Jg*leU — Jifg+1
where the last equality holds becausg(B) is Cohen-Macaulay and &it> 0. ThusA igy ;-1 (3° R
[)tY C wa, showing that

Agiry (PRI = Az, (T RIOU=D.

In many cases all ideals betwekandi have the same core:

Theorem 4.3. In addition to the assumptions bf 4.1 suppose that R con@nmfinite field k
with chark = 0 or chark > rj(l). Further assume that R is local or | @-dimensional. Then

corg(l) = corg(l).

Proof. By Propositio 211 and [23, 4.8] we hav&!: IS ¢ corgl) for s> 0. On the other hand
corg(l) ¢ corg(l) sincel is integral overl. From Propositiof 21 and [23, 4.5] we obtain dbje=
J$t1: 1S, Finally, Equations{1) and2) show that

(I 1919 = [eg]g = [uxc]g = (351 IO)t9.
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Theorem 4.4. Let R be a Gorenstein geometrically reduced positively gdadng over an infinite

field and | a O-dimensional ideal generated by forms of theesdegyree. Thenorgl) = corg(l).

Proof. LetJ be a reduction of generated by a homogeneous regular sequence>arlan integer.
As in the proof of Theorerfi 4.3 one sees th#t!: 15 = JSt1: S c corgl) C corg(l). Furthermore
from Theoreni 25 we obtain cqfig = J5*: IS, O

Assumptions 4.5. Let R=K[xy,...,Xg] be a polynomial ring over an infinite field and write

m = (Xy,...,Xq) for the homogeneous maximal idealRfLet| # 0 be a monomial ideal of height

g and leta be an ideal generated lgyk-linear combinations of the minimal monomial generators of

| . We assume thdthas a reductiod generated by a regular sequence of monomials, and we write
r for the reduction number dfwith respect tal.

Now our goal is to expresisas a colon ideal and to prove that under certain conditibisthe
unigue largest ideal ih having the same core &s For this we need the next theorem, which says
that we may takel = 0 in Theoreni 42 provided we are in the setting of 4.5.

Theorem 4.6. With assumptions as in 4.5 one has for evepyrsand every i> 0,
IS =035 19)

and

(@ 1% =a' (0% %)
Proof. To prove the first equality writefy,..., fy for the monomial generators @t Clearly
J'(J%: 15)  J%1: IS, Notice also that)s*': 1S ¢ J5*: J% ¢ J' sinceJ is generated by a regular
sequence. Lef be a monomial contained i#**': IS, and write f = fj,--- f;, - h. Observe that
fi, -+ fj, -h1S= fIS C 35 Thereforehl® c 35 (fj,--- f},) = J5% Henceh € J%: IS, which gives
f e Ji(3s:19).

To prove the second equality notice that(l,,) <r [29, 3.4] and henc&st': I3), = (357 19),,
by Equation[(1). Also observe that>"*1: IS),, = a(J"': IS),, whenevei > i for some fixed in-
tegerio, becausawg ®r Ry, is finitely generated as a graded module oRgffat,t~1]. Hence it
suffices to prove thadst': 1), = a'(J%: 19),, for each of the finitely manyin the range G< i < io.
We write H = (357 1), andK = (J5: 19),,. Notice thatl'K ¢ H by Equation[{lL) sincesx is a
B-module.

We completefy, ..., f; to monomial generatorgy,..., fy of I. Letz=12;,1<i<g, 1<) <
n, be variables and writ& = Ry[Z. Let 7 denote theT-ideal generated by thg generic linear
combinationsy_; z; fj, 1 <i <g. Notice thaty KT c HT asJ c IT. SinceH = JK and 7
specializes td,, modulo({z;j — &;j }), it follows thatHT = 7'KT +[({zj — &;j}) "HT]. Consider
the maximal idealM = (m,z—8) = (m,{z; — &;}) of T. Asz— & form a regular sequence dp,
andT,,/HT,,, we conclude thatl T,, = 7'KT,, according to Nakayama’s Lemma. Rot=\jj, 1<
i <g,1<j<n,anyelements ik, we consider the maximal ided = (m,z—A) = (m,{z; —Aij})
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of T. We identify the sef = {4, | A € k9"} with the set ok-rational points of the affine spadsg .
Since the two idealB T and 7'/KT coincide locally atM = Mz the same holds locally &, for A
in a dense open neighborhooddin AE”. Specializing modula— A we conclude thal = o'K. O

Corollary 4.7. With assumptions as [n 4.5 one has for evekyrs

I=J: (3519
and
I = G (a5, 13).
Proof. We use Theorenis 4.2 ahd ¥4.6. O

Corollary 4.8. In addition to the assumptions[of 4.5 let H be an ideal integreer |. If ' : H =
JHH 2 1t for some i> 0 and t>> 0, thenwgyy -1 = Wrje -1

Proof. Write A= R[Jt,t~1]. We have an inclusion of finitely generated gradechodules

WRHt t-1] C Rt t-1)-

By our assumption these modules coincide in degreée — 1 according to Equation{1). By Theo-
rem[4.6 the canonical modulay ;1) is generated in degreesg— 1 as amA-module, which forces
the two modules to be the same in degreeg+ i — 1. Furthermore the two modules coincide in
degreesk 0. Since they satisf§, it then follows that they are equal. O

Corollary 4.9. In addition to the assumptions[of 4.5 suppose thatO-imensional.

(a) Let H be an ideal integral over | with the same core as |. If H dagle generated by forms
of the same degree oréhark = 0, thenwgyyy 1) = Wrji -1
(b) If chark = 0 then the ideal is the largest ideal integral over | with the same core as |.

Proof. To prove part (a) notice that**: I = corg(l) = corg(H) = J'*1: H! for t >> 0 by the first
equality in Theoremis 2.5 ér 2.3. Now apply Corollary|4.8.

Part (b) follows from part (a). Indeed, by (a)Hfis an ideal integral ovdrwith the same core as
| thenl = H. On the other hand, cofid = corg(l) by Theoreni 3. O

The next corollary shows that in some cases the Rees ring ohamial ideal is Cohen-Macaulay
if it satisfiesS,. Monomial algebras in general are Cohen-Macaulay provileg are normal, but
the S property does not sufficel[8, Theorem 1 and Remark 4].

Corollary 4.10. In addition to the assumptions[of 4.5 suppose that2l One has:

(@) rJ(V) <1

I
(b) RJIt] is the $ —ification of R[It] and it is Cohen-Macaulay.
(c) If R[It] satisfies Sthen it is Cohen-Macaulay.
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Proof. To prove part (a) we may repladeby | to assumd = |. Observe that by Corollafy 4.7,
lm = am: (a3, 13,) for s> 0. However,a,, C a},: I3, according to the Briangon-Skoda Theorem
[20, Theorem 1]. Thereforen: lm = am: (am: (a5,: 13)) = al,: I5. Sinceas,: |35 is the degree
g— 1 component of the canonical moduleRy[l,t,t 1], it does not depend an,,. Hence the ideal
I is balanced([31, 3.6]. Thereforg, has reduction number at most 1 according td [31, 4.8]. It
follows thatr;(l) < 1.

To prove (b) and (c) observe that part (8),/[33, 3.1], and [IORBmply the Cohen-Macaulayness
of the Rees algebra of, and hence of. O

We now turn to the relationship between cores and adjoindefised in[[19, 1.1]. Whenever the
core is an adjoint one has a combinatorial description ofdiraer in terms of a Newton polyhedron.
In fact Howald has shown that ifis a monomial ideal then its adjoint (or multiplier ideal)j @d
is the monomial ideal with exponent st € Z9,, | a+1€ NP°(1)}, wherel = (1,1,...,1) € Z4,
and NP (I) denotes the interior of the Newton polyhedronl of9, Main Theorem] (see alsoi[BO,
16.5.3)).

Theorem 4.11. In addition to the assumptions [of #.5 suppose thatG-imensional. Assume that
chark = 0, chark > r4(1), or | is generated by monomials of the same degre&dt i (19, J+1))
for some t> max{r;(l),d — 1}, thencorg(l) = adj(1%).

Proof. One has ad]?) c adj(I$) "R by the definition of the adjoint. On the other hand|[19,
1.4.1(ii)] shows that adj<)  corg(l,,). Finally coré|l,,) "\R= core(l) according to Propositidn 2.1.
Therefore adjl9) c corg(l).

To show the reverse inclusion notice that ¢bye= Jt+1 ; |9t = J{t+1) - |t where the first equal-
ity holds by Theoremis 2.3 aind 2.5, and the second equalityfsifrom our assumption on Thus
it suffices to show thal*%) : 1dt < adj(19).

Write J = (X{%,...,x}?) and L = lem(ny,...,ng). Consider the vectora = (ny,....ng), w =
(L/ny,...,L/ng) and1=(1,...,1) in Z%,. Letx? ¢ adj(1%). We need to show thaf' ¢ J+1) : Jdt,
As I < 39 c adj(19) we concludex® ¢ I, Thus writing 3 = (t + 1)n — a — 1, we have
B e 24, andx®xP ¢ Y It remains to prove that e 19t = Jdt or equivalently thato- B > dtL.
Indeed, as® ¢ adj(19) = adj(J9), [0, Main Theorem] (see alsb [30, 16.5.3]) giwesa < dL — w- 1.
Hence

wp = t+)w-n—-wa—-w-1
= (t+l)dL-w-a-w-1
(t+1)dL—(dL—w-1)—w-1

= dtL.
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In characteristic 0 one has a characterization for when(tpteadj(19) even when the monomial
ideall does not have a reduction generated by a regular sequenamofmal. However, the proof
of this fact, which generalizes [16, 5.3.4], is less eleragnthan the one above.

Theorem 4.12. Let R=K|x,...,Xq] be a polynomial ring over a field k of characterisficLet | be
a O-dimensional monomial ideal and latbe a regular sequence generating a reduction of I. Then

adj(1%) = (@)"™*1: T8 ¢ (o)1 : 1t = corgl)

for every t> max{r 4 (1), d — 1}, and equality holds if and only it C (1%, a'+?) for some t>
max{rq)(l),d —1}.

Proof. Let B denote the integral closure Bf= R[It,t 1] in R[t,t!]. According to[8, Proposition 1]
the integral closur® is a direct summand of a polynomial ring ovehence([1, Théoreme] shows
that B has only rational singularities. Likewisﬁ is Cohen-Macaulay by the same references or
[8, Theorem 1]. According to Propositién 2.1 and since lddj= Nadj(19), where the intersection
is taken over all maximal ideats of R, we may replac® by any of its localization®,,,. As B has
rational singularities, one obtains &dj) = [wg]q, Which can be deduced from [19, 1.3.1] (se€ [32]
for details). According ta [24] the Cohen-Macaulaynes&[of] implies thatl T = (a)i~4+11d-1 for
everyj > d— 1. Now a computation as i [23, 2.2.2] yielfisg]q = (a)!*1: Tt = (at+1) : Idt for
everyt > d — 1, where the last equality follows as in Lemmal2.2. There&ati@d?) = (o)1 : 1t =
(a'+1) : 19t On the other hand cof = (o)1 : 1t = (a**1) : 19 for everyt > r (1) according to
Theoreni 2.8, and the assertion follows. O

Notice that if equality holds in the previous theorem thereg = core(l). This condition is
necessary for the core to be the adjointbas adjl¥) = adj(Td) C corg(l) C core(l). On the other
hand, the next example shows that the core may not coincitltethng adjoint even if the monomial

ideall is integrally closed.

Example 4.13. LetK|x,y,z] be a polynomial ring over an infinite fieklwith chark # 2 and letm
denote the homogeneous maximal ideal. Consider the ide@kd, y*, ) and writeJ = (x3,y*, 2).
One has (1) = 2. From the formula of Theorem 2.3 we obtain dbje= mI2. Notice that®’y3Z* ¢
ml?, whereagx?y3z*)? € (ml?)2. Thus corél) is not integrally closed althoughis. In particular
corgl) cannot be an adjoint ideal because adjoints are alwaysraiteglosed. Also notice that
the Rees algebrg[It] is Cohen-Macaulay becausés integrally closed withr;(1) < 2, see([1L, p.
317], [18, Theorem 1][133, 3.1].[7, 3.10]

5. THE CORE IN WEIGHTED POLYNOMIAL RINGS

For a positively graded rin§and a positive integarwe letS., denote the homogeneo8sdeal
@r>nS. Notice thatS.,, is not necessarily generated in degneén this section we study the core
of ideals of the forns.,, whereSis a weighted polynomial ring. The case of section rings o li
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bundles has been been considered by Hyry and Smith in cdonedth a conjecture by Kawamata
(seel[16] 17]). For us, the idedBs, are mainly interesting because they shed light on the core of
monomial ideals in standard graded polynomial rings, akbeilexplained in Sectidd 7.

Lemmab.1. Let R=K[x,...,X4] be a polynomial ring over a field k,Sk[x{, ..., x{!], n a multiple
of lcm(ay, . ..,aq4), and J the S-ideal generated By x ., x;. The following hold:

(a) J'is a reduction of Sy, for every i> 1.

(b) If the S-ideal Sy, is normal then

J<t+1> ‘s (Szn)dt = J<t+1> ‘s Szdnt = Szdn,zaiJrl fort>d-1.

Proof. For every monomiaf € S.i, we havef" € J". This gives part (a).

To prove part (b) notice thaS.n)% = S.qn by part (a) agS-n) is integrally closed. Thus it
suffices to show the second equality. Sihced — 1 we have) 1 Sonit+1) € Ssdn-ya+1, and
we may pass to the ring = S/J2. Notice thatA is an Artinian graded Gorenstein ring with
socle degreen(t +1) — ¥ &. Therefore 0:a(A>dnt) = A>dn-ya+1. INdeed, to see that the left hand
side is contained in the right hand side, fegz 0 be a homogeneous element in{JA>q4nt). There
exists a homogeneous eleme@nt A such that 04 Af € sodA). In particular deg\) < dnt and
degAf) =dn(t+1) -y a. Thisimplies degf) > dn— 3 a + 1, hencef € A~qn 54 1. O

Proposition 5.2. Let R=K[xy, ..., Xq4] be a polynomial ring over an infinite field k=Sk[x3, . .., x¥],
and n a multiple ofcm(ay,...,a4). Assume thathark = O or the S-ideal S, is generated by
monomials of degree n. If-{is a normal S-ideal thenorg(S>n) = S-an-y5+1-

Proof. The assertion follows from Theorems2.3 2.5, and Lemdha 5. O
Corollary 5.3. Let R=K[xy,...,Xq] be a polynomial ring over an infinite field kSk[x:, ... ,xgd],

a=lcm(ay,...,aq), and n=sa. Assume thathark = O or the S-ideal Sy is generated by mono-
mials of degree n. If & d — 1 thencorgS>n) = S>dn-ya+1-

Proof. By [26, 3.5] theS-ideal S, is normal. Now the assertion follows from Proposition| 5.2
Corollary 5.4. Let Kx,y,Z be a polynomial ring over an infinite field k,-Sk[x®,y?, ] with a b, ¢

pairwise relatively prime, and n a multiple of abc. Assumat tthark = O or the S-ideal Sy is
generated by monomials of degree n. ThergS>) = S>3n-a—b—c+1-

Proof. TheS-ideal S-, is normal according to [35, 3.13] ard [26, 3.5]. Again theestssn follows
from Propositiod 5.2. O

The next example shows that Proposifion 5.2 does not holtbwitthe normality assumption.

Example 5.5. Let k[x,y,Z] be a polynomial ring over a field with chark = 0 and consider the
subringS = k[x3°,y°, 7%?]. We taken = lcm(30,35,42) = 210, in which casei3—a—b—c+1=
524. It turns out thaSZ524 - core(Ssz) - Core(Szglo) = 82520.
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6. MONOMIALS OF THE SAME DEGREE DIMENSION TWO

In this section we prove a formula for the core of ideals gategl by monomials of the same
degree in a polynomial ring in two variables. We start withuaniber theoretic lemma.

Lemmab.1. Letk,... ks be non negative integers, n a positive integer, and waritegcd(k, . . . , ks, n).
Every integer t divisible by can be written in the form

S
t=an+ Blkl )
o
wheref; > Ofor alliand $3_, Bi < n/d. Furthermore, if > 0 we can takex > 0.

Proof. The second assertion follows trivially from the first, sifg@; < n/d andn and thek; are
fixed.

Replacing, ki, nbyt/d, ki /3, andn/d, respectively, we may assume tBat 1. For anyt € Z, we
can writet = an-+ 57 ; Biki wherea, 3 € Z since gcdks, . .., ks,n) = 1. We proceed by induction
ons. Lets=1. Write; = gn+r with0<r <n-—1. Thent = an+ B1k; = (a +gki)n+rk;. So
the assertion holds fa= 1.

Now assumes > 1 and the first assertion holds fer- 1. Letd; = gcd(kl,...,lzj,...,ks, n) for
1< j<s If ; =1 for somej then the conclusion follows from the induction hypothes&o
assume thad; > 1 for all j. For each 1< j < s choose a primep; that dividesd;; notice that
pj 1 Kj. Henceps,...,ps are distinct primes[]p; | nand ;. pj | ki. Thus[];.i pj | gcd(n,ki)
and (. pj > 25-1 > s hence gcth, k) > s. ChangingB; modulon/gcd(n, ki) using the division
algorithm, we can assume thac(; < W?IK) —1<8-1andhencg i <n-—1. O

Assumptions 6.2. Let R= K]x,y] be a polynomial ring over a field and writem for the homo-
geneous maximal ideal d®. Let| be anR-ideal generated by monomials of the same degree.
Write | = p(x",y", x"kayke - xn—ksyks) with u a monomial and G< k; < --- < ks < n, and set
0=gcdks,...,ks,n).

Lemma 6.3. In addition to the assumptions[of 6.2 suppose thatliandd = 1. Then for t> 0,

mant C |2 + (Xn(t+l)7yn(t+l)).

Proof. Consider a monomial generatgty’ of m?™. Thusu+v = 2nt and we may assume <
n(t+1) andv < n(t+1). Sinceu+v=2nt =n(t+ 1) +n(t — 1), we must haves > n(t — 1). By
Lemmd6.1 we can write

e 35k

wheref3; > 0 andy$ ;i <n—1. Asv>n(t—1) andt > 0, we can take > 0; we also haver <t
sincev < n(t+1).
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Now
u = 2nt—om—Z[3iki
= 2nt—an—ZBin+ZBi(n—ki)
= (2A—a=3Bi)n+3 Bi(n—k).
Notice that 2—a — ¥ Bj > 0, becausé>> 0 anda + 5 B <t+n—1<2t. Thus
(u,v):(2t—cx—ZBi)(n,O)+Z[3i(n—ki,k;)+cx(0,n)
is the exponent of a monomial IA. O

We are now ready to prove the main theorem of the section.

Theorem 6.4. In addition to the assumptions[of 6.2 suppose that k is ant@fiield. Then
core(l) = p (@, y?)% 1.

Proof. First, we may assume= 1, since corgul) = pcorgl) for any non zero divisop. Passing
to the subringk[x®,y?] over whichk|x, y] is flat, we may further suppose that 1. Indeed the core
of 0-dimensional ideals is preserved by flat base changediogoto Propositioh 2]1 and|[4, 4.8].
Now we are left to prove that cofig = m?"~. But

corgl) = (XU Yy (12 0Dy ) - by Theoreni 215
(x(E+D) yAt+D)) - m2 nt by Lemmd6.B
_ manl'

Corollary 6.5. In addition to the assumptions[of 6.2 suppose thatjiandd = 1. Thenl =

Proof. We may assume thétis infinite. By Theoreni 6]4 we have cdt¢ = corgm"”). Now the
assertion follows from Corollafy 4.9(a). O

For any integrally closed ide&in a two-dimensional regular local ring it is known that ddje=
adj(12), by work of Huneke and Swanson and of Lipman! [12, 19]. The gexbllary shows that
this equality may hold even for ideals that are far from beimggrally closed.

Corollary 6.6. In addition to the assumptions [of 6.2 suppose that k is anit@ffield, p= 1, and
&= 1. Thencorg(l) = adj(1?).

Proof. The assertion follows from Theordm 4111 via Lenimd 6.3. O

Alternative Proof of Theorem [6.4. Again assumingu= 1 andd = 1 we wish to prove that
corg(l) = m?~1, Butm" is integral overl and corém") = m?"~1 by Corollary 5.3 for instance.
Hence cord) O corgm") = m?"~1. Thus we only need to establish the inclusion ¢brec m?"1.

Since corél) is a monomial ideal it suffices to prove thaf"! is the maximal monomial ideal
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contained in some reductiah of I, i.e. m?1 = mongJ). We takeJ = (y" —x", f) for f =
boy" — byx"ykL — ... — bex™keyks with (by, ..., bs) € k5™ general. Noticg = x2",y?" is a regular
sequence of monomials containedJimnd (B) m?" = m?~1, Thus according to Lemnia_3.2 the
equality mong¢J) = m?*~* follows once we have shown that Mofif) : J) = m?. To compute
(B) 1= (< y""): (y"—x", f) we writex?" = h(y" —x") + g f whereh, g are forms of degree and
deg/g <n-1. We have

X" = hiy"—x")+gf
' o= (h+y' )" —x") +gf.

Hence(x®,y?"): (y"—x", f) = (x®",y*",A), where

_ h 9|__ n
To prove that Mon@",y?", A) = m?" it suffices to show that the monomial supportiof —(y" +
x")g is the set of all monomials of degre@ 2xcept fory?". To this end we establish that the
monomial support of is the set of all monomials of degreeexcept fory". After dehomogenizing
the latter claim follows from a general fact about polyndsnia Ky]:

Lemma6.7. Let Ky] be a polynomial ring over an infinite field k, and=fbgy" — byy*t — ... — by’ €
K[y], where0 < k; < ... < ks < n are integers witlgcd(Ky, ... ,ks,n) = 1 and (bp, ... ,bs) € kSt is
general. Ifl = h(y"—1)4gf with he kly] and g= co+ c1y+ ... +Cy_1y" L € K]y], then ¢ # O for
every i.

To prove Lemma 617 we are led to study Hankel matrices withgsrof zeros and variables. We

need to determine under which conditions on the distancedast the strings of variables the ideal
generated by the maximal minors of the matrix has generidegraVe solve this problem, which

is interesting in its own right, by using techniques fronof@ér basis theory. On the other hand,
Lemma 6.7 is actually equivalent to Theorem 6.4. Therefbeefirst proof of Theorem 6.4 also

provides a less involved proof of Lemma 6.7.

7. MONOMIALS OF THE SAME DEGREE DIMENSION THREE

In this section we study the core of ideals generated by maisrof the same degree in three
variables. However, our results are less complete thareitvib dimensional case.
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Notation and Discussion 7.1. Let R = K[x,y,Z] be a polynomial ring over an infinite fiekl and
consider theR-ideall = (x",y", 2", {x" Ky {x"=6Zi} {y""MZ"}) - R. Write

a = gcdnk’s,?’s)
b = gcdnk’s,m’s)
c = gcdn4i’s,m’s)
S = K@y, 7.

Notice that gcda, b) = gcd(a, ¢) = gcd(b, c) = gecd(a, b, ). For the purpose of computing the core of
| we may assume that= gcd(a,b,c) = 1, since we may first compute the core of the corresponding
ideal in the polynomial ringk[x,y%, 2] and then use the fact that the core is preserved under flat
base change according to Proposifiod 2.1 and [4, 4.8]. THrasighout this section we will assume
thatgcd(a, b,c) = 1, and hence thaa, b, c are pairwise relatively prime. Furthermore by relabeling
the variables we can assume that b < c.

LetJ be theR-ideal generated by, y", 7", letK be theR-ideal generated by the monomialsSn
of degreen, andL theR-ideal generated b$-,,. ClearlyJ C | C K C L.

We will show that the core of is always equal to the core &f; in particularK is contained
in the first coefficient ideal of according to Corollary 4]19(a). &= 1, we will actually show that
corg(l) = corgK) = core(L) and thal is the first coefficient ideal df. We first need some technical
lemmas. For their proofs skt= gcd(n,ki’s), £ = gcd(n, 4;’s), andm= gcd(n,m’s).

Lemma 7.2. With assumptions as in 7.1 one hag K SR 13 + 3D fort >> 0.

Proof. It suffices to show that for a monomiafy?VW of Sg that is not inJ™1, we have
XAUPVAW ¢ |13 Thusau+ bv+ cw = 3nt andau, bv,cw < n(t +1). Since the sum of any two @i,
bv, cw s strictly less than &t + 1) we haveau,bv,cw > (t —2)n. In particular, whert > 0 each
summandau, bv,cw > 0. Applying Lemmd6.11 to the integens¢;, m; we can write

3) cw=an+ S Bifi+ > vim,
wherey Bi+ Y yi <n/canda, B,y > 0. In particular
(4) an=cw—(} Bifi+H yim) > (t—2-n/c)n.

Next we wish to apply Lemmia 8.1 to the integers, /m. Sincey yi(n—m) < n?/c we have
bv— S vi(n—m) > 0. We first observe that g¢d ki's,/m) = gcd(k, /m) = ab. This follows since
a=gcdk,?), b =gcdk,m), and gcda,b) = 1. Now we want to prove thatv— Y yi(n—m;) is
divisible by ab. Clearly b dividesbv— S yi(n—m). Sinceau= 3nt—bv—an—73 B4 — S ym
by (3), we see thaa dividesbv+ S yim; and hence dividebv— S yi(n—m;). As gcda,b) = 1,
bv— S vi(n—m) is a multiple ofab. Hence according to Lemma 6.1 we can write

(5) bv—"% vi(n—m) =un+ % vik +nim,
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wherey v; +n < n/abandp,vi,n > 0. Therefore

(6) bv = un+Zyi(n—m)+Zviki+n€m.

Now we apply Lemm&6]1 to the integarsn —m. By (5) we haveun+ném:>> 0 asy vik <
n?/ab. Hence we may write

un+ném=pn+ 3 y/(n—m),
wherey y' < n/mandp,y’ > 0. Substituting the last equality intol (6) we obtain
(7) bv=pn+% y/(n—m)+ 3 yi(n—m)+ 3 vik.
Next considefau— y Bi(n—#¢;) — Y vi(n—k;), which is>> 0 whent > 0. We wish to see that
au— 3 Bi(n—4) — S vi(n—k;) is divisible by¢. Indeed

au—ZBi(n—Ei)—Zvi(n—ki) = au+2viki mod /¢

= au+cw—2yim+2viki mod ¢ by (3)
= au+cw+bv mod/ by (6)
= 3nt mod/

= 0 mod/.

Thereforeau— S Bi(n—¢;) — Y vi(n—k;) is a multiple of¢. Thus we may apply Lemnia 6.1 to the
integersn, n— ¢; to write
au— % Bi(n—4) — S viln—k) =qn+ 5 B/(n—4),
wherey B/ < n/¢ and{,B/ > 0. Hence
(8) au=qn+y Bi(n—4)+ Y vi(n—k)+ 5 Bi(n—4).
Combining equation$ [8).1(7), andl( 3) we obtain
(aubvew) = {(n,0,0)+p(0,n,0)+a(0,0,n)+ Y (Bi+B)(n—4.0.4)
+ Yviln—k,k,0)0+ (v +¥)(0,n—m,m)
— (0,0, Biti+y vim).

Taking the sum of the components on each side we se& Bt + 3 y'my = An for someA > 0.
Thus

(au7 bV7 CW) = Z(n> 07 0) + p(07 n, 0) + (G - )\)(07 07 n) + Z(BI + Bi/)(n_ £i>07 El)
+ ZV|(n—k|>k|>0)+Z(W+V|/)(0>n—m>m)
Sincey B/ <n/¢andyy < n/mwe must havén < (n/¢+n/m)n, and consequently < n/¢+
n/m. Asa >t—2-n/c by (4), we havea —A > 0 for t > 0. Finally, since the sum of the

components on the left hand side i® 8ve deduce that the right hand side is the exponent vector of
a monomial in¥, as desired. O
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Lemma 7.3. With assumptions as [n 7.1 the S-ideal; $ generated by monomials of degrees at
most j+ b — 1 for every integer multiple j of c.

Proof. Let x2y?'Z" be a minimal monomial generator 8f;. Suppose thaau+bv+cw> j+b.
Sincea < bit follows thatu = v = 0 because the monomigi“y®'2" is a minimal generator @3- ;.
Hencecw> j+b > j which impliesz®" = ZiZW-1/9 a contradiction. O

Lemma 7.4. With assumptions as [n 7.1 and-ab = 1 the S-ideal S; is generated by monomials
of degree | for every integer multiple j of c; in particular£ K.

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemnia 7.3. O

Lemma 7.5. With assumptions as [0.7.1 and=al one has B ¢ S.3yRc 1% + I fort > 0.

Proof. It suffices to show that every minimal monomial generatty®’z*" of the S-ideal S. 3
that is not inJ™71 is in I, Lemma7.B givesi+ bv+ cw= 3nt+ € with 0 < € < b—1. Since
XUYPVAW ¢ D) we haveby,cw < n(t 4 1), hencebv+ cw < 2n(t +1). As u+bv+cw > 3nt we
obtainu > (t —2)n. In particularu > € for t > 3. Now xUyPVZAW = xExU—EyPVZAW with xU—EyPVAW ¢
SntR, and the assertion follows from Leminal7.2. O

From now on we will assume that the fidtds infinite.

Theorem 7.6. With assumptions as [N 7.1 one hawe(1) = corgK). In particular K c I, the first
coefficient ideal of | .

Proof. LemmalZ.2 givekk® + I+ — 13 + 31 for t >> 0. Thus coréK) = corg(l) by Theo-
rem[Z.5. Corollary 419(a) then implies tHét=I. 0

We are now ready to give an explicit formula for the coré.of
Theorem 7.7. With assumptions as in 7.1 and=al one has
corgl) = corgK) = corglL) = (S>3n-b-c)R

Proof. TheR-idealJ = (x",y",Z") is a reduction oL according to Lemmg5.1(a) and tiS&deal
S.nis normal by |[[35, 3.13] and [26, 3.5]. Now we obtain fas 0,

JED o3 = gttt by Lemmd 2.2
C corell) by Propositio 2J1 and [23, 4.8]
C corgK) sinceK is a reduction ot
C corgl) sincel is a reduction oK
= JED . by Theoreni 25
= JWD .1 ® by Lemmd 7.6

= (Ssanbo)R by Lemmd5.1L(h)
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The next example shows that Theorlem 7.7 does not hold whe8.

Example 7.8. Let R=K|x,y,Z be a polynomial ring over a fieldwith chark = 0 and consider the
ideall = (x30,y30, 230, x6y?4 x10720 y1571%) |n this casea = 2,b = 3,c =5 andS=k[x?,y%,7°]. One
hasL = K + (x2625,x20y875 x16715 x14y1275 y10y6715 yB\1875 (V12715 12,2475) | (y2775 112720) ¢
turns out that cor) = S-g;R C core(l ) = corg K).

Theorem 7.9. With assumptions as [n 7.1 and=al one has
(@) I =L.
(b) R[It] = R[Lt] is the S-ification of Rlt].
(c) R[It] = R[Lt] is a Cohen-Macaulay ring.

Proof. The ideall is integral overd by Lemmd5.]L(a). Furthermo&™®: Lt =J"1: |t fort > 0
according to Lemmds 7.5 ahd 2.2. Now Corollaryl 4.8 implies th= I. Thus the theorem follows
once we have shown th&Lt] is Cohen-Macaulay. The Rees algel¥8&.t] is normal by [35,
3.13] and[[26, 3.5], and hence Cohen-Macaulay according,tdtieorem 1]. BuR[Lt] is a finite
free module oveBS.nt] and thus a Cohen-Macaulay ring as well. O

The next two corollaries show that far="b = 1 our formula for the core becomes more explicit,
akin to the case of two variables.

Corollary 7.10. In addition to the assumptions[of V.1 suppose thatta= 1 and write g= 3—C” -1
One has

(@) I=K=L=((xy)52)"e.

(b) corel) = (2% 4+ 5T Z°(x,y) (@1,

Proof. The first two equalities in part (a) follow from Lemrhal7.4 arlie®reni 7.9(a), whereas the
last equation is immediate from the definitionkof To prove part (b) one uses Theorem] 7.7. O

Corollary 7.11. With assumptions asin 7.1 and=ab = c = 1 one has

(@I =K=L=m"
(b) corgl) =m3 2 = adj(13).

Proof. In light of Corollary[7.10 it suffices to prove that cgre = adj(1®) in part (b). Indeed,
part (a) and Lemma 7.2 show that the assumptions of Theorkéinade satisfied. Now apply that
theorem. O
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